located at a single site for the kind of safeguards regime described below. Even if a way could be found to carry out disposition of the excess plutonium in pits at Pantex quickly, it would not necessarily obviate the need for such new facilities or upgrades, given the large amount of plutonium stored elsewhere in many forms.
Russia
Storage of Weapons Components
As mentioned in Chapter 4, Russia is believed to be dismantling nuclear weapons at four sites. As in the United States, plutonium and HEU in weapons components resulting from this dismantlement activity are believed to be stored both at the dismantlement facilities and at sites where the fissile materials were produced. Little is known about the safeguards and security applied to these fissile materials, or to other fissile materials in the Russian nuclear weapons complex or in civilian use (see Chapter 2 for a more extensive discussion). Similarly, little is known about Russian standards and practices for ES&H.
The Russian government has asserted that lack of adequate storage space is a major bottleneck in its dismantlement plans, and that if dismantlements continue as planned and no additional space is provided, it will run out of storage space by 1997. If, however, Russia used both storage facilities controlled by the Ministry of Defense and those controlled by the Ministry of Atomic Energy (perhaps with some modifications), more than adequate storage space would be available. A parallel situation exists in the United States, where the Department of Defense controls facilities that might be suitable, with some modifications, for storing DOE-controlled fissile materials. Obstacles to the provision of adequate storage in Russia may therefore be more bureaucratic than physical.
Nevertheless, the United States has agreed to provide assistance in designing and equipping a large fissile material storage facility in Russia. $90 million in Nunn-Lugar assistance funding has been allocated for this purpose to date. The committee supports construction of a facility designed to consolidate all these excess weapons materials, with U.S. participation, since this would facilitate security and international monitoring. Negotiations concerning this facility are still in flux, however, and recent developments may call some of the goals
5 In principle, concentrating all U.S. fissile materials at a single site might raise concerns about the site's vulnerability to attack. But in the United States, such sites are likely to be extremely well protected against plausible conventional attacks, and in the event of nuclear attack, having several sites would offer little reduction in overall vulnerability of the stock. Thus, this concern should not be a major factor in decisions concerning storage of the nation's stocks of fissile materials.
See Joseph E. Kelley, U.S. General Accounting Office, Soviet Nuclear Weapons: U.S. Efforts to Heln Former Soviet Renuhlics Se.r.ure. and Dextrnv Weanons. statement before Senate Committee onnts.
